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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The reply filed on 2/21/06 is not fully responsive to the prior Office Action because of 
the following omission(s) or matter(s): the response failed to properly state what is being elected, 
since the claim numbers have been changed. See 37 CFR 1.111. Since the above-mentioned 
reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is given ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) DAYS 
from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to supply the omission or 
correction in order to avoid abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE 
GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

2. Telephone calls were made to Burt Magen on August 2, 2006 (there were two more calls 
were made to Mr. Magen prior to this date) to request an oral election, but did not result in an 
election being made. 

Note: "[E]ven though product-by-process claims are limited by and defined by the process, 
determination of patentability is based on the product itself. The patentability of a product does 
not depend on its method of production. If the product in the product-by-process claim is the 
same as or obvious from a product of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable even though the 
prior product was made by a different process." In re Thorpe, 777 F.2d 695, 698, 227 USPQ 
964, 966 (Fed. Cir. 1985). 

Conclusion 

3. Please provide reference numerals (either in parentheses next to the claimed 
limitation or in a table format with one column listing the claimed limitation and another 
column listing corresponding reference numerals in the remark section of the response to 
the Office Action) to all the claimed limitations as well as support in the disclosure for 
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better clarity (optional). Applicants are duly reminded that a full and proper response to 
this Office Action that includes any amendment to the claims and specification of the 
application as originally filed requires that the applicant point out the support for any 
amendment made to the disclosure, including the claims. See 37 CFR 1.111 and MPEP 
2163.06. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rick K. Chang whose telephone number is (571) 272-4564. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 5:30 AM to 1 :30 PM, Monday through Thursday. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are (571) 273-8300 for regular communications and (571) 273-8300 for After Final 
communications. 
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